Itear Jin, Q/2/E^ 

It is proteble -Kiat you s«it os tho earliar 032^0420 traoscripte. Kiat they are 
i30t la isy offloo does not ncan I do not hare them* I did not recall then and you nads 
no rsfei-cnoe to thsQ in your reoont lost year Z started laoving le^ files 

to the boa«aKit, in tfas hope that I'd be nbOLa to open the Fronedi doors to Ihe ;jorth 
this sm-or. I was never ahlo to cnaplete this because I had no help and cannot 
safely tzy to nove tliO half-cahinots cyselfw If iiisre is need tGs hteia X can &> look 
fCKT than and I'm eoaafidmt they'll be the oaffis file that was shifted whan Eae was 
last hare* 

Se Maxt^kJUHB rocoidss when £hnio copied t m -Quayalao used thin colors 
oardbmtrd to separais and in the past* mre 1 had ideotiflcatioos, I added thtm to 
t^ separate file feeder into which I placed each caxdboard<-sei«rated section* 
YrstrasiaJ I filed the J®JB + stuff with the coveccine letter you ;^it* It is not 
urgent for mo to know idiat each means but it icidoid>tedly could bo valuable to 
scholars in the future* 

Itot only does drcadia f i^ne in the filed offices suit but so alw> does the 
decialoa you s^* It eliminatsB the FBZ's pcstoadad basis for most of its 
TtaB) wit!d>oldind^ end oofixos ^t I claiined in many appeals and probable in some 
affidavits. Conceivably it oooM give iHm FffiC headaches in a 1996 remand where the 
same withholding was pnioldeed extensivoly over my s1»xted objoctioas 

and appeals* (Oowevert henoeforth you can expect at least the Oil 'to begin every 
repeat 'With the premdso of ocsxfidentiallty because its real reason is not ccsifi- 
dontioliSy but coverine its own ass and gGoeral obstruction*) 

You ask if when I got the Cjlstinal records they include the roirting 

Blip questioos referred to in era? 1 of CIA 5o3-0254/i* I dp not recall Isit 
I can chedc, if you want* but uoless it shO'^ ttixaths cannot be definitive 

beeaaas tho^ rocecKis are not asranged co? disclosod chrtsaoloiiigtjally* Is it 
importsalS 

5?he UXA's rsspeHiaes jars not at bU definitivs and ap 5 »ar to be evasive sod 
inocraploto* For exai^le, the Shaw response is limitod to Itessetic Contact Seivioe 
roocods* It does not state that any other component was chsotoad and it does not 
state tlmt toere are no other i ii toiBiiB records* 

Aside from introducing Cabell in 1961, ti» answer raprasents that ■iha last 
contact with Shssr V3as in 1956* I find this dlfficalt to believe* even in the 
UKrf ' iwi Hgg PQ 2 < 5 nttfcext became of tho nature of his poaitioa assi the nature of the 
■inf iTYrronttcn timt ooatinaBd to be avallabo to Mm in that position* If I am correct, 
that he confeued to be a worthahila source to toe- C2& (•sdiethsr or not anyfeing elas), 
then it is inevitable that tlie oontactCs) witix him v&cro by other than ICS, Or hs was 
leixLaoed by someone else, I preeas® that with regard to Shaw and tho answers to otorar 
questions ^id for the infoz^tiffii ICS was to have pxovidod* 

Under Arcacha id» CIA that the answer to B, the i*s relatioRsMp w*ih 

iED, ** Wrfg qu 0 sti<Hi has been snswered otove** But it isn't evaa addresaed. All that 
the OEA stotes in a relatos to Arcacha, and it says of Mn only that “tbero nevor 
was a dt-roct (twa pharfa added) rolation^is between ASCACSIA and OA*" ^hera are 
ti«> eacslaions, both alleged to prevent "diadosanje" of tat^Lligonoe asethoda* fhere 
is no likelihood of any "disclosure'* of any swret method iigplvad* Arcacha's 
use of a post offioe bor at Coral SabSLes to report to FED suggests that he reported 
and till® the CIA kadw to too CIA operatiGn there* 

fhs 3 p is no resjxHxse at «ii to "o* What was the Agency's interest in and support 
of the^TO*?” Tht- lespcnse is bind ted to reference to 1he fonaationBi of CHC and its 
loaderslilp** I was not aware that the CilC was formed "in late I960 and early 1961*** 

^ 1000 Bevn SeWLessinger says it was formed at the Skylark Hotel* Hiami, about 



5/17/61 or just 'befors -aio Bay of il®5. ^ foioation, 1?y the CIA, is what led 
itot to retire frraa the project. The quoetxons as^cs about the CIA's "interest in 
sad support of" CSC* There ils no nentjon of idxter. An Issnest answer would have 
iacludad t;3at lie CIA forest foissatton of CSUJ, over stron^ywvoioBA intensal objoctiaos, 
and that tt financed it throu^ 4/65, 

Tliese and other answers l^nge on lie word "associated," That %vel, for oxsaapie, 
was not "associated wiii" CIA does not man that liey had no relationdilp of any 
3dM - and I cannot prove that they did. I lasiely point <»rfc ti-ai tho CIA is equi'VDoal 
throughout," 

Mili regard to the lawyers, the denial is liszl1»^ to din«t payoaat ly the CIA, 
there say have been no coontwition (and ‘lo'adn is only one of %wjl’a leeiyors) 
it is oquivoc^. The aoney could and if passed undoubtedly would have hoax other 
than directly fitmt the CIA, 

Baferesioe to Doable-Ghek (4 e) lllaawise is evasive and equivocGCL. It also is 
interesrtine that the msme to 4f aakss nos« siention a£ Ihs H ^aaart involvement in 
the Sovel polygraph by S^xrr, 

With rsgard to Hicardo I^vis (8) ha is quite a liar bit for itetover it is 
irorth, h© knesj in adronoe of the raid, tdiat he knew was aMifiraod -to Jas by his tdiim 
girl friend, vbm I found and intetnAewed her, and I <aei*t Idiirfc of a better 
esplanstion tten he gems jne» tip frcaa a fedmal aatttiey, not the SSIBhether the 
CXIA was coirieGted alth ■Hua socalled "training* at thaae can^ is another question, 
Belaase tljey 'mxe intended t impr^ those from nhos -aws Cubans hope to extract 
asHiey and involved no real trainine, 1 believe tbs CIA's 

For thd most part tbs other answers Ssnd foion qwsstiass) likidLs© are tajt 
unevasive or in»qaivoasl, E10 answer bs i# 14 is not an answeas. It is a coajeccure, 
and tho ocsijocbire is based txpea duoclcsinfe da 1^<s Haslco %ty jdctur& of 
Esiteasy, whlc^ iocss iiot ^soh iii lha ]4^a?e as diiwlcacd, 

16 says that Oswald was at Atsugi for '■'marina training,* That is news to nw, 

1 believe Jkj woiiKsd as a radar operator there. This equivocal rosponse is not askied 
for in the question so the CIA had sons purpose in its misrepresentatLon, 

The denial of "interest ir or oontaot with" olhor lawyers (17) is as stated above 
fflsd also is Sntesrestiag becewso it makes 20 rofei-'cnco to other lawyers, like tije 
woothoree of tlio Sara dofenso, Sal Faaasoa, 

I do not suggest that ibis evasiveussw asd equivocation need hove specieit 
significance, al'bxou^ the disitonesty stkl nesaosponsiveaess (as with CBC) does. 

It is so Eaiob a spook way of life ttem be aotomatlo and without special signifi*- 
oanos, 80, the ques ixisx 01 sigxifinnoe remains, 

I assumo and believe that the listed contacts sm and proper 

because ho did, cerixdnly, come into posseisslan a£ mmsS^ oxd wortisdiile int^Uilgahoe, 
azt Hjis is se^asato fxm any otter kind of relaticHiship, however, indiract. 



Thanks and best. 




